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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 7, 8, 11, 12 and 21-31 are14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Tanaka et al. (U. S. Pat. No. 5,689,749). 

Re claims 1,11 and 25 Tanaka is each cited disclosing an apparatus for dispensing a 
liquid onto a substrate front side and backside (via nozzle 32), comprising: 

a support (21 in Tanaka) for receiving the substrate; 

a dispensing head (31 , 23 in Tanaka) for dispensing the liquid onto substrate; 

a knife-ring (24 in Tanaka, see fig. 15) having a base and a tapered edge 
extending from said base, said knife ring being vertically adjustably mounted beneath 
said support; and 

a plurality of independent actuated vertically adjustment mechanism (see col. 9, 
lines 15-27) that differs from the claims only in the recitation of the knife-ring being 
vertically adjustably mounted, via an automatic/hydraulic-powered adjustment 
mechanism. Nonetheless, to have the ring adjusted automatically, is deemed to be an 
obvious matter of design, in that it is old and well known to substitute automatic 
arrangement for manual arrangements (see MPEP 2144.04, III. AUTOMATING A 
MANUAL ACTIVITY In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 
1958) (Appellant argued that claims to a permanent mold casting apparatus for 
molding trunk pistons were allowable over the prior art because the claimed 
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invention combined "old permanent-mold structures together with a timer and 
solenoid which automatically actuates the known pressure valve system to 
release the inner core after a predetermined time has elapsed." The court held 
that broadly providing an automatic or mechanical means to replace a manual 
activity which accomplished the same result is not sufficient to distinguish over 
the prior art.). Re claim 2, to have the knife-ring adjusted by a fluid actuated cylinder, 
is deemed to be an obvious matter of design (see MPEP 2144.06 SUBSTITUTING 
EQUIVALENTS KNOWN FOR THE SAME PURPOSE). Re claims 3, 8, 12 and 31, no 
patentable distinction is deemed to exist between the widths as claimed, i.e., 290mm 
and the corresponding structure in the applied prior art. Re claims 4 and 7, the applied 
prior art is cited as applied to the subject matter of claim 2 above. Re claim 21-24 and 
26-28, Tanaka discloses the knife ring facilitation flow and preventing flow from the 
backside (see figs. 17A-17D). Re claims 29 and 30, Tanaka is cited as applied to the 
subject matter of claim 2 above. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed June 8, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. However, in regard to the remarks on the Tanaka reference namely that 
the same process occurs before the development process, please not that applicant has 
claimed an apparatus and the manner and method is given little weight in that the 
device of Tanaka is controlled by a controller and the same can be programmed to in 
various ways of operation. As for the shape as claimed, to employ on shape over 
another is deemed to be an obvious matter of design (see MPEP 2144.04, IV 
CHANGES IN SIZE, SHAPE, OR SEQUENCE OF ADDING INGREDIENTS. 
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4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FRANKIE L. STINSON whose telephone number is 
(572) 272-1308. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 5:30 am to 2:00 
pm and some Saturdays from approximately 5:30 am to 1 1:30 am. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr, can be reached on (571) 272-1700. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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